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MEMORANDUM 

From: Cheryl Mitchell, Navy Co-Chair 
To: RAB Members 

Subj: MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER MEETING 

1, As you will soon read for yourselves, 
the. minutes. 

I'm trying a new format for 
A more "formal" format, I should say. Please let me know 

a 

if you like this format better or any other comments/suggestions you may 
have on the format. 

2. I have also included the agenda for our next meeting. See you then, 

copy to: 
NAVSTA N004, N4E, N4A, N4, 00 
SOUTHNAVFACENGCOM (Code 1852) 
ABB-ES (T. Hansen/P. Layne/F. Lesesne/A. Power) 
FDEP Tallahassee (J. Cason) 
USEPA (J. Bassett/M. Berry) 
COMNAVBASE Jacksonville (N3) 



NAVSTA MAYPORT RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD 

ORIJXNTATION MEETING 
SEPTEMBER 21, 1995 

MINUTES 

MEMBERS PRESENT 
Jay Carver 
Jim Cason 
Edwin Cordes 
David Driggers 
Patricia Lauderdale 
Cheryl Mitchell (Navy Co-Chair) 
Paul Perez 

MEMBERS EXCUSED 
Bob Weiss (Community Co-Chair), Excused 

I. CALL TO ORDER The meeting, part of an on-going orientation series, 
was called to order at 6:35 p.m. 

II. APPROVAL OF AUGUST MEETING MINUTES The meeting minutes were 
approved. 

III. PRESENTATIONS 
1. Janet Burris of ABB-ES gave a presentation on Ecological Risk 

Assessment. This was the second presentation of Risk Assessment, Human 
Risk was discussed at the last meeting. Handouts on the presentation 
were available to the members and audience. The decision to take 
corrective action at 
at the site. 

2. Terry Hansen 
information on the 10 
members during the 
assessment. 

3. Frank Lesesne 

a site is based on both Human and Ecological Risk 

of ABB-ES, Peggy Layne's replacement, presented 
Human Carcinogens which had been requested by the 
previous meeting's discussion on human risk 

of ABB-ES gave an overview of the RF1 Group II 
SWMUs, how Risk Assessment enters into the recommendations/conclusions 
in the report and how this will all lead into the forthcoming Corrective 
Measures Study (CMS). The CMS discusses what methods are appropriate 
for cleaning-up a site, if required, and recommends the best method 
based on several factors. The majority of the Group II sites are 
primarily along the river in the northwest portion of the base. 
Petroleum contamination is the primary contaminant at SWMUs 6,7,11. 
Corrective Measures will be implemented at these SWMUs. If the site 
should ever become a residential site, there is a potential human health 
risk associated with arsenic and lead in the groundwater-. There is 
currently no ecological risk at these sites. There is a recently 
discovered Area of Concern near SWMU 12 that requires further 
investigation, separate from SWMU 12, which is planned for FY96. There 
is pesticide contamination at SWMU 15 near the lighthouse. There is an 
ecological risk associated with this site due to the levels of 
pesticides in the soils. Corrective Measures will be implemented at 



this SWMU. The other SWMUs in Group II are recommended 
Action at this time. 

for No Further 

IV. DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS A discussion was initiated on whether 
the community members still wanted the upcoming documents in their 
entiretv since they are several hundred pages long and bulky. Possible 
alternatives to the entire documents are to send the Executive Summary, 
Table of Contents, and each SWMU's recommendation and conclusion. WE 
WILL REVISIT THIS DISCUSSION AT THE NEXT MEETING TO ENSURE THAT EACH MEMBER RECEIVES 
EXACTLY WHAT THEY NEED. 

V. OUESTIONS AND ANSWERS Regarding the RFA Group I and II Report - 
seven sites were included in this report and 2 of those, SWMUs 49 and 
50, were recommended to undergo a "focused ecological risk assessment" 
to further delineate the ecological risk at these sites. The other 5 
SWMUs were recommended for No Further Action at this time. Jay Carver 
had a question relating to the referencing of analytical methods by 
number and not by name. He thought that it was somewhat confusing to 
use the numbers and not the names of the methods. To UNDERSTAND THE 
NUMERICAL REFERENCES YOU MUST REPER BACK TO TEE GIR REPORT. ON PAGES 2-25 THROUGH 
2-31 THERE ARE TABLES WHICH LIST THE ANALYTES AND THE METHODS USED. FOR EXAMPLE, 
TABLE 2-5 LISTS INORGANIC ANALYTEs WHICH RAVE SEVERAL DIFFERENT METHODS DEPENDING 
UPON TEE TARGET ANALYTE. METHOD 6010 COVERS MOST OF THE INORGANICS, HOWEVER THERE 
ARE OTHER MEICHODS THAT ARE USED TO TEST FOR CYANIDE, MERCURY, TIN, ETC., AS SHOWN. 
TO UNDERSTAND WHY THE NUMBERS ARE REFERENCED AND NOT THE METHOD NAME YOU MUST 
REMEMEER THE INTENT OF PUBLISHING THE GENERAL INF~R.~wI~N REPORT (GIR) AS A 
PREDECESSOR To ALL REPORTS. !CEE GIR SERVES AS A REFERENCE AND BACKGROUND GUIDE FOR 
THE ENVIRONMENTAL INVESTIGATION PROGRAM AT NAVSTA. FOR THOSE PEOPLE WHO ARE: NOT 
FAMILIAR WITH ALL THE TERMINOLOGY OF THE PROGRAM THEY WILL EAVE To USE THE GIR AS 
A REFERENCE COMPANION WHILE READING THROUGH A.NY LMJER REPORTS. BY COMPILING THE 
OFTEN REPEATED TERMS, METHODOLOGY, BACKGROUND GEOLOGY AND HYDROGEOLOGY IN ONE REPORT, 
VERSUS EVERY REPORT, IT REDUCES TEE AMOUNT OF TIRE FOR REGULATORY REVIEWERS TO SORT 
THROUGH EACH REPORT. Another question Mr. Carver had was in regard t 
tables and the lists of data with no apparent quality controle 
within the tables themselves except for a duplicate sample once and a 
while. He was also concerned that the duplicates didn't look like they 
were related due to the variability of the sample results. Mr. Carver 
would like to see a little more of the control data along with the 
tables to show that the analyses are in control. A lengthy discussion 
was held about some of the possibilities for the variances and why 
monitoring well samples are inherently variable. Mr. Carver requested 
that the QC data be presented along with the tables. THE QC DATA TEAT MR. 
CARVER Is REQUESTING Is PRESENTED AS APPENDIX DI THE 1994 PARCCs BEPORT, IN THE RET 
GROUP II REPORT WHICH HAS NOT YET BEEN PROVIDED To TEE MEWBERS EUT'IS IN THE PUELIC 
BEPOSITORY. I WILL BE PROVIDING A COPY OF THIS REPORT To MR. CARVER AT 0uR OCTOBER 
b¶EETING. BECAUSE THIS TOPIC IS SUCH A CRITICAL PART OF TEE INVESTIGATION PROGRAM, 
WE WILL RAVE A PRESENTATION BY ABB-ES PERSONWEL ON w SAhYPLING, ANALYSIS AI& 
VALIDATION PROCEDURES AT THIS MEETING AS WELL. BECAUSE TEIS TYPE OF INFORMATION Is 
SO LENGTHY, IT IS NOT PROVIDED IN ITS ENTIRETY WITHIN TEE BODY OF THE REPORT EDT 
AS AN APPENDIX TO THE REPORTS. IN THIS CASE, TEE MEBEERS DID NOT F(AVE A COPY OF 
TEE REPORT. fT SHOULD ALSO BE NOTED TEAT TEE INTENDED READERS OF THBSE REPORTS ARE 
THE TECENICAL MABAGEES IN TEE REGDLATORY AGEMCIES WEICE OVERSEE TEE BNVIROEMEMTAL 
PROGRAM AT BAVSTA. TEE REPORTS HAVE BEEN ORGANIZED SUCH TBAT TEE blANAGERS CAN 
QUICKLY REVfEW TEE REPORTS AND TEE RsCOMMENDATIONS/cON~USIONS AND TEEN FORWARD TEE 
REPORTS ON TO SPECIALIxED TEAMS TO RBVIEW THE RELEVANT APPENDICES IN TEE REPORTS - 
TEE w DATA, TEE RISK ASSESSMENT DATA, THE BORING LOGS, E!PC. IT IS JUST NOT 
FEASIBLE TO INCLUDE TEIS TYPE OF DATA IN TRE BODY OF TEE REPORT. 

* 



VI. ALTERNATE MEMBERS community members received the 10 applications of 
previous potential alternates. I reminded everyone that when reviewing 
the applications they should keep in mind that the RAB is supposed to 
represent a diversity of the community. There are now 2 "technical" 
members on the RAB. In loosing Bronson Lamb and John Meserve we lost 
the local business representation as well as religious representation 
(Mr. Lamb). 
3 choices 

It was suggested that the members should choose their top 
and then rank the remainder in order of preference. Because 

Mr. Cordes will not be at the next meeting he wrote down his 3 choices 
for me to bring to the next meeting, 

VII. DATE SCHEDULED FOR NEXT MEETING The next regularly scheduled RAB 
meeting is 19 October 1995 at 6:30 p.m. 
Council Chambers at 800 Seminole Road. 

in the Atlantic Beach City Hall 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT The meeting was adjourned at 8:50 p.m. 

. 



AGENDA 
R.AB Orientation Meeting 

September 21, 1995, 6:30 p.m. 

Welcome 

Overhead Presentation 
INTRODUCTION TO ECOLOGICAL RISK ASSESSMENT 

Overhead Presentation 
TOP TEN CLASS A HUMAN CARCINOGENS 

Overhead Presentation 
RFI Group II SWiWUs Report 

Questions & Answers 
WA Group I and II Sl-ViWUs Repot? 

General Discussion 

l Alternate RAB Member Discussion 
l Documents Requiring Review 
l Other Topics 

Cheryl Mitchell 

Janet A. Burris 

Terry Hansen 

Frank Lesesne 

NAVSTA Mayport RAB Members 

NAVSTA Mayport RAB Members 



An Overview of tie 

RCR4 FaciUyInHstigotEon (RFI) 

Gmnp ZISolid Was&Management VJnh 

September 21,1995 

ose of a RCRA 

- determine the nature, extent aad fate of 
@wifmlmeatai releases 

- provide infcamation to conduct a human 
health awl ecological risk assessment 

-reElnnmendccmxtivemcasures,if 
required, for solid waste management units 
(SWMUS) evaluati in the RFI 

n TbeRFlmpmentstbesecondstepinthe 
clamup process. 

n The qmrt identifies SWMUs needing cleanup, 
wizichisassess&inacorractivf3mcwures 
sbrdy (CW. 

H A corrective meaglre study identities different 
tedmologk which could be uswt to clean up 
Footaminaticm which poses a threat to humau or 
e3wiogicai receptors. 

.4bUMlSUWU4&~ 
_AhlalM 

r-~compwodshavebeea 
relasai~thef~wastcOilPit,lb3 
Sh&eDryingBed,andtbeFuelSpillArea 
(SWMUs 6,7, and 11). 

rRiskaasc&kdwithgruLmdwaterfara 
hy+hetical residmiial futwe land use 
SEeaario were ideatiM aad atkibuted to 
rrseoieamllead. 

Map of smus 
ikeattached 

SWIMUs 6,7,8,9,10, and 11 
OWTP Am 

n Gmuml~natwaUydiscbgiugintotheSt 
Jo&sRiveris~~kdtoposoariskti 
aquatic fecepws. 

HNoflrlberMgatiouis recommcaded for 
SWMJ 8 (OWE’ Pwcolation Pom3X SWMU 
9(owTpzmldswMu1o(I%wl&wwaste 
sborage Area). 

n ACMSis reFonwended fixfrespke 
andsllbslufacesoilatswMus 

wam 
mm- 



n Indications of a 1~1~33 ti the neuValization 
basin were not observed. 

n Risk associated with a hypothetical use of 
groundwater has been idea&d and is 
aulibuted to lxncentl&ms of arsenic. 

n Groundwater naturally dis&argmg into tie St. 
JoimsRivais&wtitoposeariskto 
ecological receptors. 

n Risks attributed to 4,4’-DDT wncenbations 
were identified for small mammals and birds. 

n Coacentratia~ of chromium, mercury, and 
zincmaybebarmfultoplaetlife,tiona 

concentrations deteoted to 
values in literature. . 

n No buman health or ecological risks were 
idea- for soil or groundwater. 

n Ecological risks associated with groundwater 
tiy discharging to the. St. Johns River 
Wee-ted. 

l No firrlber inv&igation is lWxnlmended for 
SWMU 16. 

n RFI data indicate that a release of sodium 
we l+om a building neat SWMU 12 
may have affected soils and/or groundwater. 
Itisrecommendcdthattbisareabe 
inv&igabxl. 

n No furti~ inve&gation is recommended for 

l Risk aehatd with surface soil ingestion, 
demzal C&XL dust inbalatio~ and a 
hypothetical future use of groundwater were 
id&i&l aad are attributed to concu~irations oe 
-~WildUUlSLdWL@WlldWW 
- d&dnac, 4,4’-DDT: soil. dcrmaz dust 
- BI-ICI. bb@~xyi)phthrl8tez w 

l A CMS to mediate soil and groundwater is 
recommended for SWMU 15. 

wmm 
_W_ 

n No furtba investigation is IIxommeaded for 
SWMUs 9,10,12, aed 16. 

n CMSS are recommended for SWMU 6 (Waste 
oil Pit1 7 (OWTP Sludge Drying Beds), aad 
SWMU 15 (Old P&cide Handling Area). 
n TheCMSpraxsshasbegu~andGnalreporIa 

should be completed by the end of 1995. 



a 

The Top Ten: 
Class A Human Carcinogens 

September 21,1995 

w Ca~inogens are chemicals that have been 
determined to cause cancer in humans. 

w There are 10 chemicals that are listed as Class 
A Human Carcinogens. 

n Chemicals are identified by their Chemical 
Abstracts Registry Numlxr (CASRN), which 
is unique to ah chemical. 

Asbestos 
1332-214 

Benzidiae 
92-87-S 



Chromium VI 
74.40-47-3 

Nickel Refinery Dust 
nocQsRN 

Chloromethyl methyl ether 
or CMME 
107-30-2 

Coke Oven Emissions 
800745-2 

Nickel Subsulfide 
12035-72-2 

Nickel Subsulfide is a naturally occurring bmnze- 
colored metal. It is used to make sbialess steel, 
batteries, cobq pain& and eleclronic park 
Nickel Subsulfide releases sulfur oxides WIIUI 
heatedaadcancauseasthaandskinitchingin 
SOme pple. 

M-m 
--smrd 

. 



Introduction to Ecological 
Risk Assessment 

kllUABlaris 

ABB Environmental Sewice 

Risk Assessment 

the extent of risks associated witi 

Ecological Assessment of RCRA and 
Sites: An Overview 



Time or Space 

~.~.~....>A... 

iii 
5 .; 

: Exnosure Assessment Ouestioas 

; :. 
F 1 effect7 
3 i 

H What is the relationship Wween dose and 
adverse effects in ecological receptors? 

n Which receptors are sensitive to the 
wntaminant7 



1 1 conclusions? 

hmauHeakh 
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AGENDA 
NAVSTA Mayport 

Restoration Advisory Board (RAB) 
Orientation Meeting 

October 19, 1995, 6:30 p.m. 

Welcome 

Overhead Presentation 
IMTODUCRON TO DATA VALIDATION 

Cheryl Mitchell 

Richard Stevens 

Overhead Presentation 
NAVY ENWRONMEIWL LEADERSHIP PROGRAM (NIXP) 

Cheryl Mitchell 

Overhead Presentation 
RFI Group II Report 

Frank Lesesne 

Alternate RAB Member Discussion RAB Community Members 

Other Topics 
l Document Mailout 
l Availability Session 

RAB Members 
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